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There are many qualificatiom and conditions that must be satisfied before a 
"people" may secede which, as stressed, is a last resort, especially if there 
arises an institutional failure on the part of the United Nations. If this thesis 
holds, then our argument in the last analysis is a marked demonstration of an 
international regime that is more respectful of a public order of human 

: dignity in its most abstract sense. Hence, the overriding value is human 
dignity and respect, both in the individual and in the collective plane. The 
2006 June HRC proceedings clarified the positions of many member-states, 
and, evidently, many explanations during the vote show that there is a 
marked divergence of opinion on the right to self-determination. 
Unexpectedly, even countries such as China argued for nothing less than an 
unqualified ~onsensus and lamented over the fact that a vote ~ad to be 
conducted at \all and at so early a stage, that is, before the subnuss10n of the 
draft Declaration to the General Assembly. What was also worrisome is that 
quite a few col.mtries abstained on the sole and feeble reason that a consensus 
had not been formed before the roll call. This is no reason for abstention, 
and worse, nor is it a substantive one. But the hope remains that any future 
work should be conducted in a constructive spirit of cooperation, especially 
considering that the issue at hand involves the fate of almost 400 million 
individuals in the world. They are the living morsels of these once great 
civilizations the ruins of which have been eroded by the mad current of the 

mainstream. 
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